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Tab.1 National science and technology work conferences
] SWATER wOE
1978 4F3 ;1 2EFPlE R H/NFHR S BE2ARARIE S — A 7017 s IR T TN G — 53 Rl & S b [ “ g

AT 0 Kok
1985 43 1 ARBFERARTAR LI X0 Ry GEERHE AR TRICER 1) MG IR ST T O TREHAR
WO HE ): JOIR o IRHRF TR S0P IO T PHEE T 1205 00 AR 55
199545 A REBRERAKS OO T OCT MRS MEE (0UE ) A “PHICKIR "0 AR 7 6131 1 T 5K ey
T R I 25 A TR
1999 48 A REBAGHKS PR T (it g [ BT A IR, &R IR, S IPE ), 2 AT
SRR R QIR R MR R I 1
20064 1 AEBRERARKS e SR LRI A AT T IR 5 R AR % L4 2 2006—
2020 4) ), FIFHE ) 2020 45 (61 HE A QUHR 6 097791
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ARRERATT OCTIMERFAFRIELIPE ) - I T 2 TF BRI K B 1999 4Ry 2 EH AR
BB R AR BRI A T el i — s AR S 2B Z AR R . “G Pt b SRl
R BEAHOR TR AR [ 2257 @37 B8 07— B R B RO SR d e b AT o R
e DRBHE AN ZE TR SO T AREE 7 O7 B B AR R4S,y e SL T T S AL AR TP BT A R B A
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2006 4, R FERFEH AR K 2T T (HR
PR T 2 A AR % T Kl 40 (2006—
2020 4F) ), e g | [ 55 BEATAR T (SR
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BT IR AR SCE SRR i ( 1980—2005 4F) F1 H F- B g ( 2006—2008 4F) M 325
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3 ERFEALT ST ST BT BOR TG MRS 2E: 1980—2005 4F

Hh ] BRI T A HEZR Ay - v e g 4 [N KAE 200 FE 4 1l [ 55 e B R R R
NGO 57 B T I IR BB SRE 1) St ] 55 e 3 2 A2 A IR A T 3 T R St 1) 2R

MFE 2 AT LUF Y, KA BB ( R2Y 72.47%) Hh B — LA ] T F0 520, 20. 56 % (148187 BUR i
PINHI S S, HAARE] 7% B 3 A 3 AL LS 5. NBURADRE L85, 11% [
U3 80% P BEE \T1. 77 % (R4 B 5K FI 58. 97 % (i B Wit B 5K 2 B — HLAG R 5T, 4 @l )7 i RoA
38.46% MIECR H ER—HLA KA1, 53. 85% HYBUR WML HITT. IS TE P51 LR E , BT Be s
— MUK S A B S B0 T o Ay 88. 24% F11 88. 16% , 11 45 — B B ( 1995—2005 4F) [ 65 464. 95% ,
AT DLBOMERT ] Z )G AR & AT BUR i L B 7E T

F2 RPERGEREEIR T QBT BUR KB AN BUIR R A9 42 (19802005 £F)
Tab.2 The number of innovation policy type and policy-issue institution under

the strategic scene of following imitation ( 1980—2005)

1 2 3 4 =5 E /%
1980—1984 4F BHE R 5 1 0 0 0 6 83.33
FEALEOR 4 0 0 0 0 4 100. 00
[upieie s 4 0 0 0 0 4 100. 00
BLBE R 2 1 0 0 0 3 66.67
SR 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mt 15 2 0 0 0 17 88.24
1985—1994 4f RlEHR 30 4 0 0 0 34 88.24
Pl 23 0 1 1 0 25 92.00
T T 5 7 1 0 0 0 8 87.50
B S BoR 6 2 0 0 0 8 75.00
LR 1 0 0 0 0 1 100. 00
Mt 67 7 1 1 0 76 88.16
1995—2005 4F BHEHOR 54 20 1 4 5 84 64.29
FE S 24 7 0 2 2 35 68.57
A I 55 29 4 1 0 1 35 82.86
Bl 15 12 0 0 1 28 53.57
SRR 4 7 0 0 1 12 33.33
Mt 126 50 2 6 10 194 64.95
1980—2005 4f B 89 25 1 4 5 124 71.77
PR 51 7 1 3 2 64 79. 69
T L 5 40 5 1 0 1 47 85.11
A& 23 15 0 0 1 39 58.97
4 RhBUR 5 7 0 0 1 13 38.46
Mt 208 59 3 7 10 287 72.47
&it H WU & L/ % 72.47 20.56 1.05 2.44 3.48 100. 00

VORI 2% ik (6]

M3 ATRLE LB T3 e g [E RN 55 Be st , b A7 25 AN 55 Be i ZE 2 5 T [ R AR BOR
AT, AR L 30% M RIETECR th 2 LS 5 60T FRH 4% £ SRR LA A —4>, 40
EFPU R E R KB R A2 E R AT R 5 2, 5ok E RS 52 ME S Ze Rk T X T AR B
SR BB BOR BT S AU PG , 1980—2005 4FH 25 45 il A BOR 5 2 1 S8 31. 4% i 18 i3
TIWHER(17.77%) JERAHZR(16.03%) HRB5 R (12.54%) FEg558( 11.85%) . R A M ZE
(AR B R R 2= 2 R R AR S MEZ A ) WBGE B 5 wE ) =246, 7
IS5 SiH T 24 T 16 W11 PR, BHGH S S5 HITTRBCR PR T 75 DIRHLEOR 84 6 I LB
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55 WS 5 T 18 WFLICECE <16 WAL B A1 10 WA BECR AT Ak ZTS 56T T 18 Wiyl
B R 55 R BB T BOGBOR: Fi558R & A0 1 19 W= b Bk A 11 TRk B0k

R3  REERDRERIEEE T QR BUR KB EUR & 143 ( 1980—2005 £F)

Tab.3 Innovation policy type and policy-issue institution under the strategic scene of following imitation ( 1980—2005)

B
RATHLIG HER it A5l / %
BHEBOR  FRLBOE WEECE BUREOR  &miBrR

rfitrp A 4 0 1 0 0 5 1.74
2EAK B 7 3 10 0 2 22 7.67
45 B C 15 15 11 7 1 49 17.07
B D 75 6 4 1 4 90 31.36
W B D 16 6 1 18 10 51 17.77
KWZE D 24 18 1 0 3 46 16.03
EZBi% SR D 4 5 1 24 2 36 12.54
T 4538 D 11 19 2 1 1 34 11.85
hE N RARTT D 1 2 12 1 0 16 5.57
NS g =Sl AR D 0 0 12 0 0 12 4.18
TR AR D 6 2 2 0 1 11 3.83
[ Rk R D 3 6 0 0 1 10 3.48

BH D 6 1 0 0 1 8 2.79
W RE D 1 1 0 3 0 5 1.74
NSTEEEFOA S D 4 0 0 0 1 5 1.74
e Gl I A = D 2 0 0 0 1 3 1.05
[ 55 Be I AT D 1 0 0 1 0 2 0.7
AR AR D 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.7
IMLAE PR JR) D 0 1 1 0 0 2 0.7
Tk 515 B4 D 0 0 0 1 1 2 0.7
T ERF 22 B D 1 1 0 0 0 2 0.7
EE AR #RE ST RS D 2 0 0 0 0 2 0.7

of TR ARA T D 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.35
[E Rk AR AT D 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.35
HhAEHB D 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.35
BRI R D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
AR TR R D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
[ Bl AR Tl 2% 5 D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
rfrgtrfo 4 iﬂﬁr@ﬁ D 0 0 0 0 1 1 0.35
BT R D 0 0 0 1 0 1 0.35
LA Tl R D 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.35
v A ok 21 203 D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
N BRI B A D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
PRAEfbZE Dl D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
Al HR D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
B D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
EEIRESD] D 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.35
[ 55 B Us I 31 55 I A D 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.35
TKFIFB D 0 1 0 0 0 1 0.35
HLAE S H A 193 93 58 58 30 432
o R/ T 124 64 47 39 13 287
HUAAEL / BUREL 1.56 1.45 1.23 1.49 2.31 1.51
D SR LA B 167 75 36 51 27 356
D SR BUR 60 T 98 46 25 32 10 211
HUREL/D S HEOR 1.7 1.63 1.44 1.59 2.7 1.69

VORI IR: 2% 3k (6]

A TR ) 2 S OURE : BHEE R BOR (1) 32 AR 15 55 50 A0 R & 2 Ze 76 7=l BOK (1)
BTk, 5 S 56T T 19 TR 18 JEUR , [RIFE 8 ZE A HLA i A3 BHECHE 0P B [ R s B )R
¥IZ 56T T 6 W= b Bk N RARAT A BEIE 2 WA 28 5t & R W BUBOR 1) R HIIT L, 2 5
HIT T 12 TR E R RS SRS 5T 24 TUBLSEBCR A . & A BIGECR i — 1 L L 4R
S MU AR BB 58 L 77 % 14 BB h H 3T

SRS 30 38 MBS 5 T 1980—2005 AEAIHTECR FH1IT. B FREIBOE R/ 1 A~ &2

K 1AM S 5HIT, Br Ak 287 WBCE S 3g 432 JLiR 2 5, PR IEOE 1.51 P, Hidr, &
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R B4 1,56 MHUAZS S TG RECRF-1 2. 31 P, @ T HAB B EOR AR Ul AT B
Y BORETT . AR vh 3 e [ 55 B s A ARG 3 A ey BRI TALA 2B gt , 0> D 25 4 A G157 I
FOFH 1. 69 AR ATHLI , Horb SRl BoR P BGRB8 2.7 AF LT A

FA v [ SR FR A BT ) A S LU 1o (4 30 B 22, WD 1) 14 Rl A i BOR A Se
BN Sy 5 2, QIR BOR S n] e DL T o o0l B 1A, ARS8 e B 1) s 3 R 4 A . AR
oA, MBHT BOR SR FoRA E R iR BB A TTIRE (0B B RE A BUR AR A RS I8 & 3 T 08
FH R A AR R SE LU 2 e 75 2448 AR ORI Z 8] A7 G R A W 20U 5152 ST 81
TR BUPELAT. HEUN , ORI A MUAA e ] 4 < R BRAS 21) 1T e FR AR [ A = AE N B 11 AT
25 B EE G E BECRAOC TR AL R 7 42 55 R0 — A E Br s ik
G 6 ANHRI 48 B s 7 R T R E R RS AR A TR 8 AR A A B, v E A
TR R BRI SRR, & 0 TR BOR Y i 3T S0 A A8 B TR) I i AT “TR) AR 1]
FUIE A IEF P AT 7 R

4 [ ERHT RIS T BB BOR TG /455 E: 2006—2008 4F:

2006 AEAA 1) TS - HRR 2 AR R LA 40 22 ( 2006—2020 4F) ) v [ G110 A s 11 ERL R
fe i LRI A £V e 108 T 2awde , o [ 20 T3 2020 4R A QU [ S A 1781, A 2050 4F 8
TG PR AR R GUR R ST Ble, B 5Bt 6 17 O T80 (EIS AP RINBR 2 AR K AL 20 28
o THCE LR D . 2006 4F 4 H 1655 Be AT “R TR EHTT G (e i Rk R oAR S e LR 20
B 1A T ECEBOR ) S A W A4 52 R 7 B R UL T S 20 SR 2 e B RO AR N T B
T BB AL BN B 5 R, 3k 99 TRECHE , BAR T AR hy R ol Ze « BHE S I EGR S LA 60 53, R T) = [
F9 A FE R ) SR WL PR LR A B3 ok 0 3T BRSO s B ARk B 2009 ARAR S BB T
79 WK AL SR PRGN AT LIF A 79 TR . HCEE LR 4.

F4 BELIKEIBEER T CIRBERLBRMEBIIEEE (20062008 £F)
Tab.4 The number of innovation policy type and policy-issue institution

under the strategic scene of independent innovation ( 2006—2008)

PN - -

B Lt B SfL

1 2 3 4 =5 Faeas Lutil /% Lutil /%

B HECR 16 10 2 3 6 37 46. 84 43.24
7l Bk 6 2 3 3 5 19 24.05 31.58
T BB R 5 3 0 0 1 9 11.39 55.56
BBk 0 6 2 1 0 9 11.39 0
SRl 5 0 0 0 0 5 6.33 100. 00
Mt 32 21 7 7 12 79 100. 00 40.51
o HLH HLAF / % 40.51 26.58 8.9 8.9 15.19 100. 00

BRI %30k [15]

I BUR AR LAY 3 AR L&Al 1 79 Tife 2 A 32 Q0BT BOR B SE i 40 0 , 107 B AR BOR ST R B85
VRS F T I, R B T 5 Z A AR . e 4 T LU 12 BT A BUOR T, B BOR B A S T 37
T, 7 R S 46. 84% RIS RIFTEOR 19 15, BoA I EIVE R L3 RHEECRHUE T B R BHGTH
T S AR A 3 R 863 T3 35T H [ 5 il ZE A IF 5 A TR B 973 34 11 H AR A 48
P B ). X SR AT AN S, [ R AAR A — Beif 18] A BB ST R 1 RS a. B 15 1
B RO 2 i W B — UG A Al Z A1, A S R B e — LA 2R A A B A BT R e etk |
BIBTBORARF b, P17 40. 51% MR th B — WU HITT . 26. 58% 52 i P 61T, AR 3 ~ 16 L
HHITT , 55 1980—2005 4R G EUAH LU , Z2 UK A T BOR L ) W] 2 384 n. LR 2 o L (IR T 173
(7 M BORMTRE I 172 f9 I BB i SR — LR T, MBI Hh B — P 3T A9 % 0.
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MNF 5 T LLE L 7RI IECR L BHEE S 5 HT R BOR A 3 46. 84% , H 3221 61 5T AU AL BUR 2
22 Tt GRS AR T A RBOR AT, o8 5 I e el Zs O IBOAR: 78 458 1k 7 M BORE 1 32 5. T IBGTRR IA
4 ) [ B 55 R — A 1 4R ( 9 ) MIBLIBOR. 7540, A — AN I 4  JRAE BHEL R I 0 B
R EZES 54 A5 Ll E N REAT  EE SR VB S I R4, o F B A VEALAY. X
BB SR 2 T E /N IR Al A XURS: 6 4 A ST« HE AR BRI A0 A O 45 3 A PR = B R £
MV AR B HIR P ASE 5 1 3%, ORI R B0 T B B3 B3 . 0o vl ) 265 U e G A FH B0 Tlk 5
=BG JFOR 17 B L ) A AT BRI 200 A 7748 T T E [ 1980 4F LISk, %L S
SHIT IR BORIEH D A2 dE A EA0H BOR X H 2. 77 NP HITT, s A 7= BOR A B T 3. 79
A R B EHE BOR 2. 78 AN BLIRIECR 2. 44 A P EGECR 1. 89 A, 3X [l e A 45 M XA HU A T 5%
KR

£S5 BEIKEEIEERE TSI BUR E B 2006—2008 £F)

Tab.5 Innovation policy type and policy-issue institution under the strategic scene of independent innovation ( 2006—2008)

RATHIH BHEEOR  mlBoE MEEOR  BURECE  SmBUR S Le g/ %
T B 18 10 3 9 5 45 56.96
BB 22 10 5 0 0 37 46.84
R 11 12 1 1 0 25 31.65
BL55 )R 4 4 0 9 0 17 21.52
HEH 12 3 0 0 0 15 18.99
W RE 3 3 0 3 0 9 11.39
N TR AN 2 A i 7 3 0 0 0 10 12.66
[LE:ai! 1 6 0 0 0 7 8.86
AR = RUR 1 4 1 0 0 6 7.59
E R T TR & 1 4 0 0 0 5 6.33
%2 1 3 0 0 0 4 5.06
b E BB 3 1 0 0 0 4 5.06
hEAR M2 0 1 2 0 0 3 3.8
ob ) A RARAT 2 1 0 0 0 3 3.8
T ERHE P 3 0 0 0 0 3 3.8
E %5 B I AT 1 0 1 0 0 2 2.53
TR LR 1 0 1 0 0 2 2.53
AN )R 0 2 0 0 0 2 2.53
HEEHR 1 1 0 0 0 2 2.53
[ 1 SR R Sk DR A B2 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 2.53
I 50 o o B A o A 2 Ry 1 1 0 0 0 2 2.53
EZ AR 0 0 1 0 0 1 1.27
o E R B T B A 0 0 1 0 0 1 1.27
N 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
5 IAE 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
EZRINE R 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
Tl 515 B AL 0 1 0 0 0 1 1.27
R 3 rp Yo m AL 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
- Hb B YA 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
5 Ak & 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
tPUL U R RS IVAE 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
EZRg R 0 1 0 0 0 1 1.27
EIR K JEARTT 0 0 1 0 0 1 1.27
o TR B 1 0 0 0 0 1 1.27
LRI ESPNERY 5 &R ) RS 0 1 0 0 0 1 1.27
it 103 72 17 22 5 219
B BB/ T 37 19 9 9 5 79
IR Y R AT /4 2.78 3.79 1.89 2.44 1 2.77

BORRIE: 2% 30k [15]
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M6 AILIE i ,2006—2008 A-FHEH 25 YAt A ERUHARSCELR 37 1T, o 28 11 (jiid3/4)
W RS2 FEPMB S ARG S 51 22 TR BOR T A 16 T(72. 73%) 2[RI BOEK . k2
s FH BTSSRI KA. XF HE 1980—2005 AF, BHE BILAIAT 1 75 TURR B BOR , Horb 22 101 29. 33% ) 2
55 I B AR 2 5% £ AL —R 1T Y. A BT BOR A 2 8] 596 1 BE T 1 i S AAOCR ME LU E L B
s BRI HT R R Z 18] A BRI A T 22 0 35 0 5 BHEIR ] 5 2 5% A TR Z Al 50 A VR A 28 A0 Y
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Tab.6 Cooperation policy type between MOST and other institutions

B

ES piA| BTt
BHE FEalk W B Bl il
1980—2005 4T [f] & A7 A Q137 BUR
BHEH S5 75 6 4 1 4 90
B S WEG R B B B R A 22 4 1 1 4 28
B 5 M EGH & M T B S AR A VERT 5 LT /% 29.33 66. 67 25.00 100.00 100. 00 31.11
2006—2008 4[5 52 Hh K H1 1 K] St AR G A R
B s 5 22 10 5 0 0 37
b3 5 W B & B 2 BLSS BUR AR 16 10 2 0 0 28
b3 5 W B & e 2 BLSs R A VR b HLEE /% 72.73 100. 00 40.00 — — 75.68

BORSRIR: 2% 3k (6, 15]
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SR S B T IR O A SR AR GBI ] PR 0 T O 3 FUBLAE S T A8 e PO 5
R 4 L2 0 PR, QTR SGHE R BR o 1h  0  2 A JRS A AA TG SR o BT
PR L AL 0 T 15 BRSI LAE 2 ) L 8B A AR, L, B4R e 01
5.2 D B T AR s ALV IR S50 1R AR TS0 500 — B 41400 09 1
0 ST AL A HAT 55 69K — 50 BTIH LR AR TSR RS2 17 A 5 2P I T L
HaEe .

B2 BB 0B 1) 1 5 0BT AR 725 o1 513 R o 2 4 52 T RSP (02
OB 1 QIR AL o3t 1501 55 5056 5 A6 S 1 95 B 7 T S0 S0 A0 4 75 7
R AR TR E S5 JF ELFARE 6 IV S (AT i T T F ORI T ELDIT T 4 1 BOFAL
P 5 1 QR L. ST R o TR O BT BREATOA 2L 26 S L0 8 55 17 0, T
ATSURATHH BRI @) F T 0B RSE0A EOVE  5 H ASE 6 R 0 46 7
AT XUV AR O TR 22 B TR P R ML 15 £V B T 320 LB —— % 0
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An Empirical Study on the Cooperative Structure Evolution
of China’s Innovation Policymakers Under the Background
of Strategic Scene Change

SUN Yu+ao', CAO Cong’

(1. Faculty of Management and Economics, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian 116024, China;
2. School of Contemporary Chinese Studies, University of Nottingham, Nottingham NGl 4BU, UK)

Abstract: It tries to understand the cooperative structure evolution of innovation policymakers, through a quantitative a—
nalysis of 287 policies issued by China’s central government institutions from 1980 to 2005 and of 79 policies introduced
from 2006 to 2008 to implement “The Medium and Long-Term Plan for the Development of Science and Technology
( MLP) (2006—2020) ”. The result shows that, with the change of innovation strategic scene, there has been a gradu—
al departure from the pattern in which innovation policies are formulated by one single government institution; there are
more systematic and consistent cooperation under the process of making policy; the harmony is enhancing between insti—
tutions.

Keywords: strategic scene; innovation policy; cooperation structure of policymakers
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Influence of Human Resource Management Practices
for R&D Team on Enterprise Innovation Performance

ZHAO Wen-hong, ZHOU Mi
( School of Management, Xian Jiaotong University, Xian 710049, China)

Abstract: Based on the literature review of human resource management practices and R&D team management, it sum—
marizes the four demensions of HRM practices for R&D team, and proposes a conceptual model to describe how the
HRM practices for R&D team influence enterprise innovation performance. Using the data from 201 enterprises in
Shanxi, it tests the validity of the model. The result suggests that three demensions of HRM practices for R&D team of
internal opportunity, training & development, and decision participation can significantly influence the perceived organ—
ization support of the R&D team member, and then influence the affective commitment, which in turn has a significant
effect on enterprise innovation performance. But, the demension of team salary cant improve the perceived organization
support. At last, it provides corresponding enlightments and suggestions for enterprises to improve their HRM for R&D
teams.

Keywords: R&D team; innovation performance; human resource management; employee-organization relationship



